Public reporting burden for the collection of information is estimated to average 1 hour per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Abstract Purpose: This paper addresses an aspect of civil-military relations-specifically, the effect of the officer corps' affiliation with the Republican Party on officer professionalism.
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While there are several plausible explanations for the bond between the officer corps and the Republican Party, the principal reason is the similarity of values held by the two institutions. In matters relating to social policy and national defense, they share a conservative outlook that has made military officers a natural constituency of the GOP.
The voting strength of these officers, augmented by military Independents who favor
Republican candidates, has turned the officer corps into one of the most "solidly Republican professional group in American society."
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The voting patterns uncovered by the survey suggest a departure from historic trends. American military officers, committed to the notion of subordination to civilian authority, have a long tradition of avoiding direct involvement in politics. William
Tecumseh Sherman argued that "no Army officer should form or express an opinion" on party politics, and many other officers, George Marshall among them, conspicuously abstained from voting to underscore their commitment to apoliticism. 6 They believed that meddling in politics, including voting in political elections, eroded professionalism by weakening officers' military expertise and undermining their credibility in providing unbiased advice to civilian leaders. While most observers judge today's military to be highly professional, the trend toward increasing partisanship could have long-term harmful effects on the institution.
The purpose of this study is twofold. It first will examine the reasons for the officer corps' identification with the Republican Party and, second, assess the impact on officer professionalism and civil-military relations. I argue that the officer corps' voting preference does not constitute partisan activity and is not, by itself, harmful to professionalism and civil-military relations.
Military Suffrage
The most basic form of involvement in politics is exercised privately in voting booths across the nation. For millions of uniformed personnel, however, casting a ballot was complicated by frequent reassignments and a military culture in which overt forms of political activity were forbidden. 7 As a result, military voting rates prior to 1984 never exceeded the civilian rates. Even if they had, the effect would have been minimal because the majority of service members voted either as Independents or not at all, and their votes were dispersed in electoral districts throughout the nation.
8
Military suffrage received a boost following passage of the Uniformed and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act (hereafter "Absentee Voting Act") of 1973 and a revised version in 1986. The law obliged states to permit military personnel "to use absentee registration procedures and to vote by absentee ballot in general, special, primary, and runoff elections for Federal office." 9 The Pentagon, in turn, required unit commanders to designate voting assistance officers-a total of about 70,000 across the armed forces-to provide registration forms, absentee ballots, and related information to 7 See Department of Defense Directive 1344.10, "Political Activities by Members of the Armed Forces on Active Duty," 15 June 1990. 8 For the purpose of this study, I assume a close correlation between voting patterns of the officer corps and the military in general. The assumption is based on the findings of various surveys and anecdotal evidence showing that the enlisted ranks are just as conservative, if not more so, than the officer corps. See, for example, Thomas E. Ricks, "The Widening Gap between the Military and Society," The Atlantic Monthly, Vol. 281, No. 7, July 1997, p. 66-78. 9 Whatever the extent of the officer corps' conservatism, there always has been a gulf between American society and its military. In recent years, it appears to have widened to the point that some observers perceive an unprecedented crisis in civilmilitary relations, and they frequently cite as evidence the disproportionate support of the officer corps for the Republican Party. One of the principal reasons for the widening gap was the evolution of a set of political and social conditions that generated a groundswell of radical dissent beginning in the 1960s. The nation emerged from the upheaval more liberal than ever before, adopting to an unprecedented degree the self-centered values of independence, individualism, equality, and self-expression.
Explaining the Nexus, Part 1: The Ethos of Self
The decade of the 1960s witnessed the emergence of an "ethos of self" that spawned a cultural uprising and forever changed the manners and morals of America. challenged the conservative notion that women could find total fulfillment in their roles as wives and mothers; she called the home "a comfortable concentration camp" and lobbied for expanded rights and opportunities for women. 21 Ethnic nationalistsMexicans, Poles, Italians, Czechs, Puerto Ricans, and Native Americans-fought for greater respect and political power while priding themselves in overt displays of cultural distinctiveness.
Perhaps the most visible embodiment of the ethos of self was the cultural revolution of the 1960s. In opposition to prevailing social values and institutions, the young revolutionaries experimented with drugs, engaged in promiscuous sex, adopted bohemian dress and behavior, and rejected established norms of personal responsibility.
Their age was Aquarius, their gods Janis Joplin, Bob Dylan, and the Grateful Dead, and their holy shrine the site of the 1969 Woodstock concert in upstate New York, where the "audience" engaged in a three-day orgy of rock music, drugs, and public sex. The lyrics of a popular song from the era-"Do it, do it, do it till you're satisfied"-captured the spirit of self-centeredness and could easily have been the anthem of the new generation.
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The radical movements of the 1960s differed in many ways, but all of them shared a defining feature. In struggling against the conservative institutions and traditionalism of society, they elevated the self-centered values of independence, individualism, equality, and self-expression over the group-centered values of loyalty, obedience, discipline, and responsibility. Radical liberalism was at its apex, and mainstream society had shifted noticeably leftward. Although a conservative reaction soon set in, the system of American values had changed unalterably. Americans were 21 Betty Friedan, The Feminine Mystique (New York: Dell Publishing Co., 1984), 282-309. more insistent on personal freedoms, more confident in challenging institutions, and more eager to express themselves in an infinite variety of ways. At the same time, they showed less tolerance of social restraints, less deference to authority, and less civility toward one another. The new cultural landscape, transformed by a decade of social radicalism, was more alien to the group-centered values of the professional military ethic than ever before in the nation's history.
Explaining the Nexus, Part 2: Republican Conservatism
The Democratic Party was receptive to those who embraced the ethos of self.
Founded during the age of Andrew Jackson, the party celebrated the spirit of the common man and took aim at the artificial distinctions and special privileges enjoyed by the wealthy. "Farmers, mechanics, and laborer," admonished Jackson, "who have neither the time nor the means of securing like favors to themselves, have a right to complain" to their government. 23 Since then, the party has been a haven for the dispossessed and downtrodden-unskilled workers, small farmers, immigrants, Catholics, Jews, and, by the end of the New Deal, African Americans. These groups had the most to gain from challenging the status quo and agitating for self-centered values.
Ironically, the Democratic Party also included one of the most conservative constituencies in the nation-southern whites-whose partisanship reflected a lingering revulsion to the party of Lincoln rather than a commitment to self-centered values. When the party embraced the civil-rights movement and other radical causes in the 1960s, the "solid" South began to crumble. Independent presidential candidate George Wallace 22 Lyrics from B. T. Express, "Do It" (Scepter Records, 1974 
Republican Party's Contract with America, 1994
In addition to domestic policy, another overlap between the Republican Party and the officer corps has been on the issue of national defense. Republicans would maintain a strong military, but avoid using it unless important national interests were at stake; in such cases they would employ force swiftly, massively, and decisively. The Republican perspective harmonizes with the attitudes of military officers, whose cautious natures are conditioned by an understanding of the consequences of war.
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28 Newt Gingrich was quick to label the Republican victory as the beginning of an ideological revolution, a mandate to dismantle the welfare state, reduce the size and influence of government, and promote freemarket reforms. In reality, the elections were far less decisive. Voter turnout was low, and the gender breakdown showed that while a small majority of women favored Democrats, a substantial majority of men voted with the Republicans. These results led political analysts to conclude that the election was decided by the venting of "angry white males" who considered Bill Clinton unfit to be president. Given that the Republican-controlled Congress enacted only four minor provisions of the contract in the subsequent legislative session, the analysts appeared to be correct. • Will the public and Congress support the operation?
• Have we exhausted all other options?
The counterparts. 37 Quantifying the effect of these patterns on military thinking is difficult, but they no doubt reinforce the conservatism of service members. Table 9 . 42 Ole R. Holsti, "A Widening Gap between the U.S. Military and Civilian Society? Some Evidence, 1976 -1996 ," International Security, Vol. 23, No. 3 (Winter 1998 an influence have ill effects on civil-military relations? Answering these questions requires consideration of the criteria for measuring military professionalism.
As a professional body, the officer corps must accept the responsibility inherent in the functional imperative. Specifically, officers are responsible for using their professional expertise only at the command of society and for its protection. 43 Acting responsibly is critical because, unlike other professional groups, the officer corps has the power to physically challenge civilian authority and act in its own self-interest. With its monopoly over the tools of coercion and a disciplined system for employing them, the bases to General Colin Powell's public efforts to influence the policy debate on troop deployments, force structure, and gays in the military.
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As noted at the outset, the authors of the Triangle Institute survey concluded that military voting patterns signaled the officer corps' abandonment of political neutrality. They implied that an officer who registers with a political party, is attentive to political debate, and votes in electoral contests exhibits a form of partisanship that could render him less professional. Such an officer might allow personal political beliefs to flavor the advice provided to civilian leaders; as a result, he would compromise his professional expertise and forfeit his credibility as an apolitical servant of the state.
The fundamental weakness of this argument is that it ascribes to military voters a level of partisanship that is uncharacteristic of the voting public. The vast majority of people who cast ballots for Democrats or Republicans are not partisans, in the sense of actively advancing the party's interests. Instead, they comprise the "party in the electorate," a much looser affiliation than the "party organization" (party employees and activists) or the "party in government"
(elected officials and candidates 
